1735 Highland Place, Apt. 25 
Berkeley, Ca. 94709 
July 3», 1971 

I!r. Hark G. Eckhoff 
Director i Legislative, Judicial, and 
Diplomatic F.ecords Division 
National Archives and Records Service 
Washington, D.C. 20408 


Dear Kr. Eckhoff* 

The regulations concerning access to Archives held by the GSi provide that 
"denials of the use of records, except those made in the normal course of 
reference service, shall be made by the Deputy Archivist of the foited States, 
in accordance with /"section^/ 105-60.403. " (41 C.F.R. 105-61.102-2) The 
section referred to provides that "the denial reply will (1) briefly describe 
the record requested, (2) state the legal basia for nondisclosure and 
(3) except in cases where the public interest so requires, specify the 
compelling reasons justifying the denial." 

Since I nay wish to pursue my requests further under the provisions of 
the Freedom of Information Act, I would like a reply meeting all of these 
requirements for each of the items listed below. In most cases, I have already 
cade routine requests for these items. 3h each such case I refer to the last 
relevant letter in our correspondence? tha previous letters referred to there 
generally provide more information. 

1. Comission Document 653* 

2. The withheld part of the Office of Naval Intelligence file on 
Oswald. (According to your letter of November 24, 1967, this 
consists of 37 panes.) 

3. The FBI memorandum of September 14, 1964, which was an enclosure 
to Kr. Hoover** letter of Seoteraber 21 (CE 3146). (Tour letter 
of July 19, 1971.) 

4. The original photograph which was Introduced into evidence as 
Cdun D3 1. (Your letter of June 26, 1969.) 

5. £S Kr. Rowley’s letter of January 6, 1964 to Hr. Rankin, 
concerning the Secret Service files. (Tour letters of February 
5, 1971 and January 26, 1970.) 

6. The "public file" on Oswald of the House Committee on Ih-American 
Activities, referred to in Chairman Willis* latte;* of February 

3, 1964, (lour letter of April 30, 1569.) 

7. CD 365, pages 36-41. (My letter of June 28, 1971. The Louisiana 
DrS declined to release these pages to me.) 

6. Hr. Rankin’s letter of March 26, 1964, to Hr. Hoover, relating to 
the FFCC and other organizations. (Your letter of June 16, 197V) 

9. Inventory Eh try 3, the register of letters received bgr the Commission. 

10. Ihe unedited testimony of Mrs. John F. Kennedy. 

11. That part of the transcript of the Executive Session of January 2?, 
1?64, dealing with Item II on the agenda, "Allegations regarding 
Oswald as an undercover agent." 

Items 1 and 2 have been withheld under the Guidelines at the request of 
the agency of origin. I am making this request to clarify the status of the 


Guidelines under the law, and of these items as records of the Archives, 

Items 3 through 5 have been searched for but not located in relevant 
files of the Cocmtlssion, This does not necessarily mean that they are 
not in your custody} there Is no question that they were records of the 
Commission. (Item 4, however, was returned to the CIA for pre-publication 
retouching, and the original ejftlblt may not have been retuxmd.) As far 
as I know, they would not be withheld if they were located. I believe that 
they meet the legal requirement of being identifiable records of the 
Rational Archives. . * 

I understand that your policy is to dsfer to the agency of paramount 
interest in cases involving, withholding of records that did not originate 
within the Commission. That is provided for by the Attorney General ’ s nemo 
of June 1967, which however also notes that "every effort should be made to 
avoid encumbering the applicant's path with procedural obstacles" when such 
problems as multi-agency interest arise, I feel that I should not have to 
file the often more expensive and time-consuming requests with the agencies 
of origin in cases of mislaid records. 

Item 6 similarly could not be found. Here, however, the material came 
from a source that is not *n agency of the Executive branch and thus is not 
subject to a request under the Freedom of Information Act. Item 7 i* withheld 
at the request of such a non-subject agency. (I see that the regulations 
provide for withholding at the request of the source, bit it is not clear 
how the law itself allows this.) I feel that I am entitled to request these 
items as records of the Archives. 

Items 8 through 11 are documents that originated within the Warren 
Cooalsslon. According to the letter of August 17, 1966 from llr* Wo ten craft 
of the Justice Department to Dr. Behmer, you have the same jurisdiction 
over access to such material as the Commission did while it was in existence. 

I further note that according to the Attorney General's memo of April 13, 

1963, to HcGeorge Bundy, "the Commission did not desire to restrict access 
to any of its working papers except those classified by other agencies." 

Since I plan to appeal any denials of these items, I need to know if they 
are withheld at the request of some other agency. 

I understand that the preparation of a considered response to this 
letter may take some time. While I would like a reply as soon as feasible, 
please give priority to j ty ordinary requests for Coonlsslon records. 

Sincerely yours, 

Paul L. Hoch 
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